
From: O'Hara, Janet@Waterboards
To: Jill Bloom/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
Cc: Steven Bradbury/DC/USEPA/US@EPA; Richard Keigwin/DC/USEPA/US@EPA; Donald Brady/DC/USEPA/US@EPA;

 Katrina White/DC/USEPA/US@EPA; Scott Glaberman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA; Thomas Steeger/DC/USEPA/US@EPA;
 Jim Carleton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA; Marietta Echeverria/DC/USEPA/US@EPA; Elizabeth
 Southerland/DC/USEPA/US@EPA; Randy Hill/DC/USEPA/US@EPA; Nancy Woo/R9/USEPA/US@EPA; Debra
 Denton/R9/USEPA/US@EPA; Patti TenBrook/R9/USEPA/US@EPA; nsinghasemanon@cdpr.ca.gov;
 chornback@nacwa.org; Kelly Moran (kmoran@tdcenvironmental.com); Geoff Brosseau (geoff@brosseau.us)

Subject: Acetamiprid Registration Review Comments
Date: 11/26/2012 03:11 PM
Attachments: Acetamiprid Comments - SFBay Water Board 11-2012.pdf

Ms. Bloom,
For your convenience, our comment letter on the acetamiprid registration
 review is attached. It has been uploaded to the docket as well.
 
Regards,
 
Jan O’Hara
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
510.622.5681
johara@waterboards.ca.gov
 
 

mailto:Janet.O'Hara@waterboards.ca.gov
mailto:Jill Bloom/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Steven Bradbury/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Richard Keigwin/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Donald Brady/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Katrina White/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Scott Glaberman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Thomas Steeger/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Jim Carleton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Marietta Echeverria/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Elizabeth Southerland/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Elizabeth Southerland/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Randy Hill/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Nancy Woo/R9/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Debra Denton/R9/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Debra Denton/R9/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:Patti TenBrook/R9/USEPA/US@EPA
mailto:nsinghasemanon@cdpr.ca.gov
mailto:chornback@nacwa.org
mailto:kmoran@tdcenvironmental.com
mailto:geoff@brosseau.us
mailto:johara@waterboards.ca.gov



 
 


 


November 26, 2012 
 


Ms. Jill Bloom  
Office of Pesticide Programs (OPP)  
Regulatory Public Docket (7502P) 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW. 
Washington, DC 20460–0001 
Sent via email to:bloom.jill@epa.gov 
 
Subject:  Acetamiprid Registration Review, Case No. 7617, Docket ID No. EPA–HQ–OPP–2012–


0329 


 


 
Dear Ms. Bloom: 
 
On behalf of the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (Water Board), 
please accept our comments on the registration review of acetamiprid. The Water Board is 
responsible for restoring, enhancing and maintaining the water quality of the San Francisco 
Estuary and many hundreds of rivers, creeks, and lakes.  
 
In the early 2000s, we found all of our urban creeks exhibited aquatic toxicity, and found the 
toxicity was attributable to pesticides used in urban settings according to label directions. I 
manage implementation of the resulting Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) for Diazinon and 
Pesticide-Related Toxicity for all San Francisco Bay Area urban creeks, which the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) approved in 2007. One of our TMDL implementation 
actions is to provide information to EPA during pesticide registration reviews to encourage and 
assist EPA in assessing aquatic impacts. Our comments on the registration review of 
acetamiprid follow. 
 
URBAN USES AND URBAN TRANSPORT MECHANISMS 
Our greatest concern is that the Problem Formulation must more fully address potential urban 
uses of acetamiprid. This product is registered for outdoor structural pest control, and thus could 
share the market with, or replace, pyrethroid pesticides, which are currently being found to 
cause toxicity in our local urban waterways. We request that the Office of Pesticide Programs 
(OPP) more thoroughly review urban uses, particularly outdoor urban uses. This review should 
be at least as thorough as the recent review workplans for pyrethroids, for example, please see 
the Registration Review Problem Formulation for Bifenthrin (Docket ID Number EPA–HQ–OPP–
2010–0384). 
 
In addition to urban uses, urban transport mechanisms should be more fully evaluated. We 
appreciate the Problem Formulation’s acknowledgement that runoff from urban land uses must 
be appropriately modeled, including applications to home perimeters. Beyond this, we 
encourage OPP to include the following in the workplan:  


 Include surface waters that receive urban runoff within the description of “Ecosystems 
Potentially at Risk” (Problem Formulation, p. 57). 
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 Explicitly recognize applications to urban land uses within the conceptual model, and 
separately include  “landscaped (pervious)” areas and “impervious” areas as urban 
source categories, at a level equivalent to agricultural soil (shown currently as “Soil” on 
the conceptual model diagram, Fig. 12-1, Problem Formulation p. 60). Include 
descriptions of these exposure pathways in the text description of the Conceptual 
Models (p. 59). 


 Include in the Analysis Plan appropriate scenarios for urban areas within the modeling 
approach that recognize direct and intentional application to impervious surfaces 
(Exposure in the Aquatic Environment, pp. 64-65).  


 Distinctly account for appropriate wash-off fractions from a) urban impervious surfaces 
and b) landscaped (pervious) surfaces in the modeling effort.  


 Account for the distinct physical characteristics of urban storm drainage conveyance 
systems, which rapidly convey water and pollutants from application sites to receiving 
waters. 


 Account separately for water and sediment matrices in assessments of both exposure 
and effects for aquatic organisms.  


 Provide the ability to conduct an effects assessment that is consistent with Office of 
Water methods, in addition to the planned approach for estimating environmental 
concentrations and assessing environmental risks, please also calculate four-day rolling 
averages with a once-in-three-years frequency in the analysis of the PRZM/EXAMS 
modeling results, and include the four-day, 1-in-3-year exposure estimates when 
assessing risks to aquatic organisms. (Water quality criteria developed by USEPA to 
protect aquatic life under the Clean Water Act involve a four-day averaging period for 
chronic effects, with the criteria not to be exceeded more than once every three years.) 


 
ADDITIONAL CONCERNS 
In addition to our concerns that urban uses and transport mechanisms be fully addressed, we 
concur with the comments submitted by the California Stormwater Quality Association (CASQA) 
regarding: 


 Evaluating risks associated with product degradates 
 Accounting for cumulative effects of multiple pesticides  
 Requiring registrants to develop practical environmental chemical analysis methods 
 Requiring registrants to produce water quality monitoring data 
 Using California Department of Pesticide Registration sales data 


 
Finally, we appreciate the important work you do through the pesticide registration review process 
and your consideration of our comments. You may contact me as needed at 
johara@waterboards.ca.gov or 510.622.5681. 
 


Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
        Janet B. O’Hara 
        Water Resources Control Engineer 
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cc: Steven Bradbury, Director, EPA OPP (bradbury.steven@epa.gov) 


Rick P. Keigwin, Jr., EPA OPP, Pesticide Re-Evaluation Div. (keigwin.richard@epa.gov) 
Donald Brady, Director, EPA OPP, Environmental Fate & Effects Division 


(brady.donald@epa.gov)  
Katrina White, EPA OPP, Environmental Fate & Effects Div. (white.katrina@epa.gov) 
Scott Glaberman, EPA OPP, Environmental Fate & Effects Div. (glaberman.scott@epa.gov) 
Thomas Steeger, EPA OPP, Environmental Fate & Effects Div. (steeger.thomas@epa.gov) 
Jim Carleton, EPA OPP, Environmental Fate & Effects Division (carleton.jim@epa.gov) 
Marietta Echeverria, EPA OPP, Environmental Fate & Effects Division 


(Echeverria.Marietta@epa.gov) 
Betsy Southerland, Director, EPA Office of Water, Office of Science and Technology 


(southerland.elizabeth@epa.gov)  
Randy Hill, Acting Director, EPA Office of Water, Office of Wastewater Management 


(hill.randy@epa.gov) 
Nancy Woo, Acting Director, Water Division, EPA Region 9 (woo.nancy@epa.gov) 
Debra Denton, EPA Region 9 (Denton.Debra@epamail.epa.gov) 
Patti TenBrook, Life Scientist, EPA Region 9 (TenBrook.Patti@epamail.epa.gov) 
Nan Singhasemanon, CA Dept. of Pesticide Regulation (nsinghasemanon@cdpr.ca.gov)  
Chris Hornback, Senior Director, Regulatory Affairs, National Association of Clean Water 


Agencies (chornback@nacwa.org)  
Kelly Moran (kmoran@tdcenvironmental.com) 
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